DOCUNENT RESDNE

Eb 180 318 T JeoERef2us
116!&03 . A Fidler, Panl P..‘KOSSier. Gretchen f | - ‘
TITLE ) Profile of USC Entering Freshnen. Fall 197&. Research
v Notes No. 36-79. - 4 .
INSTITOTION - ‘South Carolina Univ., Colunbia.‘ *

PUB DATE 79 o |

NOTE ~ 35p. o |
AVAILABLE - FROM Universi*y Center for Unde”lared Bajors, University

_ . of South Carol*na, COlunbia. sC 29203 ‘ L.

EDRES PRICE MF017PC02 Plus Postaqe.' ' B
DESCRIPTORS *College Freshmen: Comparative Analysisz Denography.

~ Females: Higher Education: Institutiowxal Research:
Males; *National Norms: *School Survey$: State
Universities: Statistical Data: *Student , o
Characteristics: Student College Relat;onship

*IDENTIPIERS ‘*Bniversi+y of South Carolifa -
ABSTRACT o 6' ' o
- Denographie da*a; Opin*ons, and’ projections reported

' by freshnen ‘entering the University of South Carolima (USC) during

fall 1978 are reported. A questionnaire developed by the American
Council on Bducation was administered to 80 percent of the entering

. class as part of a continuing national study. The data are divided

into the categories of in-stat?z out-of-state, first-time students, 7~§-
full-time students, USC totals, university national norms, amales, and
feaales. Thirteen areas of infc*lation from the questionnaire are

exanined: age, racial background, averade grade in high school,

academic rank in high school, highest degree rlanned anywhere,

reasons for going to college, probable mafor, curreat religious
preference, political orientation, s+tudents' predictions of their

future, residence planned during.fall term, estiasted parental -
income, and humber of other colleges applied to for admission. 3 R
cosposite profile of USC entering freshmen and a report of how they .
compared to national freshlen in the fall 1978 term are included. ' ’ /f
(Author/SF) L : T

Y .

.
PE SRR

.
FY R

¥

*##*t##t#***t***t#t************#***t**************i##*******#***&**‘*“ ot

* Beproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that cgn be made ~:&3
* frea the original document. S
*t*ttt*t******‘t#*ttt*****t**#**t##t#t#****t**%*t*##****t***m***#***.‘ﬁ;'
‘ N ) ‘ ." o £ ) i ‘ . . A ‘ag‘f_

-8 v



. * r
. : AN :
a .
i rl //~/ ’
gt -
N , ek x,
o : - - S T i
(o - - . .
O : . :
H 5 d s “ e Q
i o -
[ | | ;
. - ) . A
‘Lu . ;‘ Xy . . . q
. . H
i i - : * : A
: N ,
| ’ :
- . , N ": .
4 ’ Lo . B
Y % . . ' N
, e :
) . Do E :
. LN \
f '3‘ 3 LR
“, ¥ . -
. . ) , ’
~ . “PERMISSION TO REPRODYCE THIS
VS Dmsanray N OF wgaLy . MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED 8y
::xg:nongwn_p n . . .- . ’
AL INSTITY ' : ' . .
. el TR or ; % .
This DOcumeny N o R . . o
e —_ —
- A:aizs:sigtg‘:sogm"’“”oﬂ ORIGIN- " o
F vig [s) i .
Slareo P10 0T NBCESsaR, « h MIONS TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
E0yCA Pég:)’;gn“ msrnvuys o INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)."
st ., -~ '
i ‘ ¢
. I
"l a:
- .
L ]
-y & K
k3 // \ e .t
H L t |
‘l
| : / . o
’ - University Center .
» ¥ ' o fer bt
T ‘ Undeciared Majors '
i (%) CR University of South C“Q;;ggs
- Columbia, South Carolina ’
‘A
o :
w ! > } - [ ' o
~ S - —
T ‘ . z 6,”
‘E KC . N e ! B [ ‘ S o Vv
/;‘ .



/
- }' A ‘.,.
‘ ‘ | “
N
*
SUBJECT: Profile of USC Entering Freshmen |
. '\\ FATRA é«w;«\-xia“¢\v;¥:ﬁ' . ¥ - ) .
Fall, 1978 - | ’ .
R . Y
© RESEARCH NOTES",NG’.""BS-?%
. "p » .
) Py .e'\"
4 ' ) €
.
g Principal Researchers: Dr. Paul P. Fidler
‘. : ~ -~ Director
' . Ly : Center for Undeclared Majors '
N . : . ’
. o . Ms. Gretchen Kossler .
. Graduate Assistant
! 14
- ’




During the 1978 fall orientation a questionnaire prepared by the
American Council on Education (ACE) was administered to approximately 80%
of the enter1ng class at the Un1versity of South Carolina. Th1s is a 4 T\
cont1nu1ng national study sponsored by ACE' s Cooperative Institutienal

] Resgarch Program, and conducted Jo1nt1y.w1th theéUn1vers1ty of Ca]1f0rnia,
Los Angeles. | ' Co

-

_The folldking study presents a compafative analysis of demographic“

data, opinions, and projections reported by entering freshmen at USC. The ..
'Qdata is divided into the categories of infstate andvout-@f-state_(first-
time, fu?i-time fqeshmen), USC totals, and uniVErsity,qationa1 norms. 'These .

four divisions are also.broken down into male/female categories.
Thirteen areas of information were chosen fraom the questionna?%e to be

examired in this agalysis.* Each offthese‘area§ is presented in,tab]eE?and |

‘is followed by comments to highlight the major compati§ons.“ The specific-"

™

areas were selected for the purpose of providing a composite profile-of USC

entering freshman and a report of how they éomesred to national freshmen in

)

" the fall, 1978 term. A

» . s

o

)
*Thq thirteen areas of interest which were considered are:

Age by December 31, 1978

. - Racial background .

Average grade in high schoo]
Academic rank in high school
Highest degree planned anywhere

Reasons noted as very important in deciding to go to college
Probable major field of study :

Current religious preference

Political orientation )
“Students estimate chances are very 900d that they will . . ."
ReSidence planned during fall term'

Estimated parental income

Number. of other colleges app11ed to for admissign th{siyear

‘mmwmm&wm—a
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 Table 1 -

~

A Comparison of Age.of In-Staté and Out-of-State
USC Freshmen and University National Norwms

In-State.

University National Norms

j

{

1. USC freshmen were less likely to be 18 years old, and more 1ike1y\%

17 or 19 than was typical nationa]1y

fgge by - Qut-of-State / Total USC
, Eember 31, 1978 Male Female Total Male Temale Total Mate  Female Total Male Female Total
16 or_younger 00| 0.1 |01 0.0] 0.4] 0.2 || 0.0] 02 |01 0.1 0.1 | 0.1
1 3.0 8.3 |5.7 2.2 7.4 4.6 2.7| 8.4 | 5.6 3.0] 4.8 | 3.9
18 75.6 | 76.3 |76.0 || 80.9| 79.8 | g0.4 -|| 76.9| 76.9 |76.9 || 78.4| 81.7 |80.0
19 19.8] 13.8 |16.7 || 13.7.{ 107/ 1223 || 18.1 | 13.0 |15.5 16.9 | 12.4 [14.7
20 . 11} o2 log || i) oal 1.0 || 4l 04 Jo9 || 09| 0.4 |07
21, . 0.3]°0.5 | 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.4 |04 02| 01 |o0.2
22 0.0 0.1 | 0.1 0.4 . 0.0 0.2 0.1 0Oul | 0.1 0.2| 0.1 |02
2325 0.3| 0.1 | 0.2 1.1 0.8] 1.0 || 05 0.3 | 0.4 0.2 0.2 }0.2
26-29 p.0] 0.0 {o0.0 .| -0.0] 0.0] 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.1] 0.1 |02
30 or older 0.0 0.5 | 0.2 0.0 | 0.0] 0.0 0.0 0.4 | 0.2 0.r| 0.1 |o0.1

-

A

particularly high percentage of female USC freshmen reported that tS\ar@ere 17418 4%) as compared to the national
J norm for females (4.8%). L 4

2. USC out-of-state students were more likely to be 18, and less Tikely to.be 17 or 19 as compared to USC in-state

: students.

~ ) ; ¢ . . 3 ) o (S' ‘
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Table 2 .

. .. " A Comparisof of Racial Background for USC Freshmen-and National Norms .
~ . o " In-State Out-of-State Total USC . University National Norms
- Racia1 Backgﬁoundlg' Male - Female Total " Male Female Total Male Fema1e Tota)l Male Female Total o
Nhi;e/Caucasian | ssiz 1816 |84.7 96.8 |90.2 | 93.7 90.2 | 83.3 | 86.7 92.0 |89.7 |90.9
. N ) . ] N - ] K hll
BtArk/Negro 1006 - 13(0 14.4 1.4 | 8.2 | 4.6 "||. 8.3 157 [12.0N || 5.3 |, 7.6 | 6.4
American Indiam 0.4 | 0.2 | 0.3.1].0.0 | a0 | 0.0 0.3 | 0.2 ] 0.2 0.6 | 0.5 | 0.6
‘Oriental . 0.7 I~.2 | 0.5 1.1 | 1.2 | 1.1 101 0.7 0709 | 1.4 1.2 1.3
Mexican- Amer1can/ RIS . 0 , . . :
Chicano <41 0.2 170.0 | 0.1 g.o | 0.0 | 0.0 0.2 | 0.0.] 0.1 0.5 | 0.6 | 0.6
Puerto Rican? En . T " ‘ i
. American .1 | 0:1 | 0.1 0.4 | 0.0 | 0.2 0.3 | 0.1 | 0.2 0.8 | 0:5 | 0.5
] ~ . " . L3S . ‘
Other’ 0.2 | 0.5 | 0.4 1.1 | 0.4 | 0.8, 0.5 | 0.4 | 0.5 1.5 | 1.3 | 1.4
ey ' ,
. | i : o
, 1. USC freshmen were less 11ke1y to describe themselves as "thtelCaucas1an (86.7%) as compared to the national norm
" of 90.9%. ‘ R
. 2. USC freshmen, as may be expected of a Southern un?versity, are more likely to describe themsglves as "Black/Negro"

%gan ;s common nat1ona11y In-state students were more Tikely to be black (14.4%) than were
6% : . NS

. . . . —

t-of-state’ students

- 3. Natfonally, there was a greater tendency for black freshmen to be female. This trend is especially pronounqed !

in the case of USC entering freshmen.

4. Other minorfties are les attracﬁed to USC than is typica]ly nationally.
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Average Grade’

-4

“Table 3

A Comparison of Average Grade in High School
for USC Freshmen and University National Norms

In-State

~

Oyt-of-State

i

~ /

‘l

\  Total USC 37\Jn*ﬁversity National Narms

}
/

¢

t

in High School, Male Fema]e‘ Total Male Female Total  Male Female Total 4 Male Female Total
Aor A+ 7.1 1.0 9.1 4.3 10.7 | 7.3 6.3 0.9 8.7 15.8 | 20.9 | 18.3
A- . 8.4 | 13.4. 11.0 7.2 | 13.9 | 10.3 8.3 | 13.6 | 11.0 17.2 | 21.4 | 19.3
B+ ] _15.6 | 20.37 18.0 18.6 | 25.0 | 21.6 16.4 | 21.6 | 19.0 22.3 | 24,3 | 23.3
B~ 25.8 | 27.6 | 26.8 || 26.9 | 26.6 | 26.8 || 26.3 213 26.8 2.7 | 21.2 | 22.0
B-. . 6.1 12.6 | 14.3 }l 211|148 182 || 172 Fd0 | 150 |2 6:8{ 9.1
e+ 18.1 11010139 |]'125 | 6.6 9.8 || 16.5 | 9.1 | 12.8 7.4 3.7 5.6
C 8.6 5.1 6.8 0.3 25| 61 || ‘87| a5] 5.6 3.3 [ 17| 25
D 0.3 | 0.0 C0a 0.0 00! 00 || 02] 0.0} 01 6.1 0.0{ 0.1

1. .USC entering .freshmen were less likely to report an average higb schoo] grade quB+ and above and more 11ke1y to
report an average grade of B or beloW*as compared~to un1vers1ty natlonal norms. A
! J * .
2. Women in al}l categories (in-state, out-of-state, and- nat1ona1) were consistently more 11ke1y than males to report
an average h1gh school grade of B+ or higher ' o :
’ . P ' { \ "’.-’
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Table, 4/

&~ .

~ " A Comparison of Academic Rank in High School

C of USC Incoming Freshmen and University Natiomal MNorms )
| » . B ‘ ' - - ‘ .
Academic Rank . In-State - Out—of—State~ Total USC ' University National Norms
in High Schoo | Male Femalé “Total Male Female. Total Male Female Total _MNale Female Total
Top quarter |l 47.7 | 51.7 | 49.8 35.4 | 47.1 | 40.8 44.5 | 50.7 | 47.6 63.4 | 69.9 | 66.5 -
— - ‘ — - ‘ A J Ay ‘. '
< 2nd quarter 37.2 | 36.7 | 36.9 44.0 | 35.8 |.40.2 38.9 36.6 37.7( 27.3 | 23.6 1 25.5
3rd. quarter | ' 41 13.5 | 11.1 1?.3 1&#}5.4 17.2 14,9 | 12.0 | 13.4 |] -8.5 6.1 7.3
Lowest quarter 1.6.1 0.5 ] 1.0 1.8% 1.7] 1.7 1.7 | 0.7 | 1.2 0.8 1 0.4} 0.6
v / ' . X . T '
en ' . . ' '
¥ 1. USC freshmen were less likely to report.that they wewe in the top quarter ‘of their high school class, and more,t
Tikeky to report their rank as in the lower three quarters as compared with university_nationﬂ norms .~ -

4 ! * .
2. Freshmen from within the state were more Tikely to be in the top quarter, and less 1ikély to be in the lower. .
, three quarters of their high school class than were those from out-of-state. This trend is particularly pro-
Y nounced in the case of male freshmen. . - ¥

’ \ . | ‘ ." ‘ )
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“3" o - 'f . Tab1e 5 .
- * .
. A Comparieon of Highest Degree Planned Anywhere
- . S < for USC Freshmen anﬂ Univers1 ty National Norms
[ T C S C o R - i S : : . o
‘ Highest Degree . - In-State. N - Qut-of-State Total USC ~ University National Norms
~  Planned Anywhere Male -Female Total <+« Male Female Total Male Female Total - Male * Female Total
. - T _ — , —
. A None .1.2 0.9 | 1.0 0.9 2.5 1 1.6 1.1 1.2 |- 1.2 0.8 ‘0.8 0.8
o~ Associate , R R . R . ¢
- - {A.A. or equiva1ent) 1.1 6.7 3.9 0.9 3.0 { 1.9 1.1 5.8 3.4 0.6 1.2 0.9
'.Baéhe1or s | . . - . | -] ) |
(B.A., B.S.) 36.8 | 39.5 [38.2 32.6 | 38.8 135.5 35.5 ¢ 39.3 | 37.4 30.0-} 37.1 [33.4
Master's - ' : R . | -
(M A. M S.) 31.0 | 31.8 3}.4 40.1 | 2929 1{35.3 33.4°] 31.3 | 32.4 32.0 | 32.9 {32.4
&  Ph.D. or Ed.D 10.7 | 8.9 | 9.8 || 10.6| 13.4 {11.0 || 10.6] 9l9 |10.3 13.4 | 11.0 |12.3
IR . 7 b.0. ﬂs ER =3 ' . : - S
/~, or D. V M. 7.4 r613 6.8 6.2 4,5 5.4 7.1 6.0 6.5 ,13;3 9.2\ 11.6
© LB ord.D. (Taw)} 9.1 4.4 | 6.7 8.4 | 55 1 7.0 9.0 4.7 | 6.8 8.2 | 5.7°] 7.0
B.D. or M.Div. RS ~ - - . S
“(divinitg) 0.8 0.0 0.4 -0.0 Q.O 1 0.0 0.6 0.0 | 0.3 0.4 | 0.1 0.3
o other 200 16 |18 || o0a| 25 |14 1.6 | 1.8 1.7 13143 [ 1.3

A
L

1. Compared to he national norms, enter1ng freshmen at USC had a greater tendency to report ¢hat a bachelor s or
assoc1ate degree was the highest degree that they planned to. pursue - A
5
2. USC freshmen reported less frequently (6.5%) that they were plann1ng an advanced/degree in the medical field,
as compared to the national norm of 11 6%

\
& &

3. Females consistently asp1red to all degree; beTow the master's level more frequently than males? They aspired

to degrees above the master's level less frequent]y than males with. the exceptign. of the femaIe Ph.D. or Ed.D.
prospects from aut of state.

Y

14




" Table 6

A

-

1. The reasbhs that USC entering freshmen noted as important /in thé

same as the national norms.

USC students, however, had &
more money"” as important reasons than\w§;,typica1 natio

/ grea
1y,

‘ r')
Gy

; A | | . ) .
. A Comparison of Reasons Noted.as Very Important in Deciding td 4
" Go to College for USC Freshmen and University National Norms ° N
: - | ‘ | ) - s ;ﬁ/” \
Reasons Noted as Very . o - T R R
Important in Deciding . In-State Out-of-State Total 'USC Univergity National Norms
to go to College Male Female Total ~ Male Female Total - Male Female Total . Male female Total
- Parents wanted me | T ‘ | ‘ T - T : 77 C
- to go. ' ©1131.4 138.0 | 34.8 '30.2 | 28.71 29.5 31,14 36.0) 33.5 |1 2b.5 [29.3 {27.3

Could not-find ‘ ' T v BE L A .
a job. 4.4 | 5.3 | 4.8 5.0 | 4.1 4.6 [{’ 4.5| 5.0{ 4.8 (| - 2.6 | 2B | 2.7
Get away from 4 | ' L | / / .
home B 6:? 9.0 7.8 12.7 1 17.3 14.8 8.2} 10.9 9.6 - 8.8 {'11.0 9.9 ~

_ Get a better job 79.1 [ 79.9 |79.5 74.5 | 74.1 _]4ﬁ3- 77.81 78.6} 78.2 '73.4 173.8 {73.6

- Gain general ) . K 4 ‘
. education 65.5 | 79.0° | 72.5 "61.6 [ 76.1 68.4 64.61 78.3L 71.5 | 64.7 [ 78.6 {71.4
* Improve reading/ i A -
study skills 139.9 [ 42.6 | 41.3 32.0 }39.9! 35.7 ' 37.51-41.8 39.7 | 32.3 |38.2 |35.2
Nothing better ‘ ) ‘ R - :
to do 1.6 1.8 1.7 0.7. | 0.8 0.8 1.5/ 1.5 1.5 2.0 1.6 1'"1.8°
Become a more : v ’ E 7 o ) )
cultured person 33.1 |43.2 [38.3 || 36.9 |40.9| 38.8 34.2) A2.71 38.5 30.2, | 42.3 {36.0
Make more money .- 73.9 169.3 {71.5 ) 74.8 165.7! 70.6 74.3 1 68.4 ] 71.3 64.6 153.7 [59.4
Learn more about- - . | < AR _ . ) ,
things 67.0 |81.1 |74.,3° 71.1 | 84.4 | 77.2 Siﬁg‘ 81.81 74.9 70.7 |81.8 [76.1
Meet ‘new and inter- ' , ' S . , -
esting people 55.3 173.9 {65.0 62.9 [72.4| 67,2 "{] 57.0] 73.41 65.3 54.9 171.5 [62.9
Prepare for il 1 7 . ‘ ’
gradyate school 46.5 148.1 |47.4 49.5 |50.4 | 49.9 / A47.3 1 48.7 | 48.0 50.5 |48.8.149.7
, Y

ir decision to attend éo]]ege wereigenera1ly the

ter tendency to report "get a better Job" and "make

/

#

1

b,



. to go to college:. to gain a genera1 education; to become a
7+ and to meet. new and-interesting people

2

re cultured person to learn more about thxngs,

3. As would be expected a larger percentage of USC ,out-of-5tate students (14 8%) fe1t that "getttng away from
. home" was an important reason in their decision fo go to 11ege, as compared to in- state students (7.8%). e

& ' - .f

Sa—
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o= L - ;L Table7 s *
ﬁ‘ . o N A Comparison of Probable Major Fields of Study for ‘g -
B T - ’ ~ USE Freshmen and University National Norms |
-2 . Probable Major Field In-State = Out-of-State Jotal USC University National Norms
: of Study : Male Female Total: = Male Female Total - Male “Female Total Male Female Total

- Humanities and |- T RN D B T I
Social Sciences - || 13.9) 18.9 | 16.7 ‘|| 6.8| 18.4 | .12.3 |l 12.1] 19:2 | 15.4 12.5 | 21.3 | 168"
Sciegee and Math || 109 6.3 8.5 || 13:4]| 7.6| 105 | i2.1] 6.7 ) .91 ||'153]11.1)13.4 -

 Business d2us | 21.1| 282 |['36.6{ 22,7 |,30.1 . || 30,1} 21.2° 25.6 || 21.9 | 15.6 19.3
Education 4l 03| 93] 5.1 || 0.4 6.8). 34 || 0.4] 87| 46 || 10| 6.7 3.9
Physica} Education || . : ERE - - Ny '

~ or Recrbation 1.1 1.0 1.0 || 1.2] 25| 1.8 1.1 1.4 1.2 || 08| 1.4] 1.1
i ' - . - : o . . ‘ K . )
T Engineering 16.1 | 1.3| 85 | 129 1.6 7.4 15.4 | 1.5 | 8.3 20.3 | 3.7 | 10.0,
Nursing 0.0 | 9.7 | 51 || 04| 89| 4.5 0.1 9.4 49 || 0.1} 7.0 3.4
Pharmacy  ~ L1717 ] 1.7 3.1 25) 28 || 2.1] 1.9] 2.0 11| 1.3 1.2
‘Journalism . || 6.6 | 85" 7.5 || 86| 9.3| 8.9 7.0 | 8.8 7.9 3.2 | 4.9 | 41
'Lm}awmmmmnt 3.3 1 1.7 | 2.5 1.6 | ‘1,31 1.4 2.9 1 1.7 2.3 0.7 | \o.5 | 0.6
4 ent_ — +—= 17 \ '

. Professional - || 6.3 | 5.1 5.7 5.6 | 6.2 | 5.8 6.0 | 5.6 | 57 |/ 12.3]16.2 | 14.2
Technical 2.0 | 1.2 | 1.6 0.4{ 08| 0.6 || 1.6 1.1 1.4 || 15| 07| 1.2
Other o709l 1.0 1.6 | 1.7 | 1.6 1.0 | 1.1 1.0 |l-391 25| 3.1
Undecided 9.0.] 12.9 | 11.0 7.5 93| 83 || 87 120|104 || 43| 67| 55

19 ‘ ) L ‘ | S 20
. ‘ / N
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*“Business includes: accounting, business administration, fimance, markegjng, management, and éetretafialj . |
studies. . S . e 7 o E o
. . ‘ ] ] A . : . C \ -
"Professional” includes: architecture-urban planning, home ecohqmicsﬁ health technology., 11&¥aryjsciepce,-i
- pre-dent, pre-med, pre-vet, and allied health sciences. ’ : : ' P :
“Technical" includés: building trades, data processing-computer programming, draftingfqr design, electronics, . «
and mechanics. | | | T , - R S '
"Other" includes: argiculture,” Yorestry, and military science. ° \\\ L oL o

\ . a r L T, v
. “- ¢ , . ) . ‘.._ . . . . ‘s
Incoming freshmen at USC were consistent1§ more likely to indicate Buginess as a probahle major when compared:
to national norms. A very high percentage of students from out-of-staté-indicated‘Bugjness as their probable -
major field of study (30.1%) compared to the national norm of 19.3%.. N oo

USC students were Eﬁgnificantly less 1ikely to indicate an interest in the "Professional” tategéry.fhéh was ';Ef“f’é
typical nationally. ' , o ' ' ' e T A , B

§

-

} . . \ | \ L. - ' )
A greaéer percentage of USC studeAZE (10.4%) indicated that. they were undecided as compared to the national norm
of 5.5%. , | ' . ' ‘ R hy on

\

N | - ‘ ‘ . S
» ¢ , ) . ) . , .t ,
. . . . . \ ) A
. o, .
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TabIe 8

A Compariéon‘bf Current ﬁe?igious Preference for
USC Freshmen and University National Norms

\4

v

Current.Religious . In-State Out-of-State ,..’/ . Tota) USCc; ' Uniﬁéréity National Norms
‘Preferences ' Male Female Total Male Female Total __ Male Female :Tota) Male Female Total
Protestant §2.6 83.6 83.} 40.5 \’56.5 48.0 71.4 77.0 { 74.3 -] 43.8 ‘46.5 45.0
Catholic _ 8.0 | 8.3 | 8.1 |l |28.6 ‘364'.3 16.2 | 13.4 | 14.8 32.8 | 34.1 | 32.7
~ Jewish 0.4 | 1.1 | 0.8 6.1 | 4.7 | 5.5 18 19119 || 8.0 | 7.3 | 7.7
Other . 1] 3.0 | 3.3 ¥2 3.0 | 1.7 | 2.4 3.0 | '3.3 | 3.1 3.9 | 3.9 | 4.00
;:: None e | sa |57 |l 1“8.5 | 9.7 7.5 1 451 6.0 . |{11.5 | 8.2 ] 9.9<;
'
: 1. Nationally freshmen yere more likely to be Protestant (45%) and less' 11ke1y to be Cétho]ic (32 7%) This trend
' : is pronounced for USS entering~freshmen (74.3% and 14.8%, respect1ve1y) '
2. Enterlng freshmen at USC were 1ess 11ke1y to be Jewish (1.9%) than was- typ%ca1 nat1ona]1y (7.7%).
3. USC out of- state studené% had religious prgferencéz that were very simwlar to the national norms.
4:, Males were cons1stent1y more likely than fema]es to have no- re11g1ous preference. )
; N
s 23 8 24‘




‘ . | Table 9 R A
A : - S - S
| " A Comparison of Political Orientation for UprFreshmen an§§Univefsit&'Natidna1 Norms

»

Pelitfcaf - In-State ) ; 6Lt¥bf-§tate' . _ ToteT UéC x Unieersfky Nationai Norms
Orfentation 7 Male Female Total- Male Female Total __ Male Female Total” _Male Female Total
Far left 1] 10] 10 {fo7] 23] 10 M ovol-10f 1o || 17 09} 1y
Liberal 20.4 | 22,7 21.6 ¥ | 265 | 205 23.1 | 23.7 | 23.4 27.0 | 26.3. 26.7
Middle-of-the road || 53.3 | 61.4 | 67.5 || 46.9 | 62.0 | 53.8 . “51:;__ 61.4 | 56.6 || 49.8 | 58.6 |%64.0
Conservative 24.3 | 14.4 | 19.2 2.1] 9.4 157 |1 232}133) 182 ||-206] 13.9]17.4

. Far right 0.9 05| 0.7 1] 094 1.0 || 09| 06| 67 0.9 03] 0.6

1. Political orwentations of usc freshmen were a?mostbtme same as univers1ty nat1ona1 norms. .

2. SC- out-of-state students tended to reporg "11beral" more frequent1y°and "m1dd1e of tﬁé‘road" less frequent]y than
usc students from within the state. . . .

1
e

3. Fema]es consistent]y had a greater tendency than males to describe their p011tica1 orientation. as “midd1e of the ’
road.” . _ _ : ) < : |

D - . - : i . -~ o .

4. Males consistently had a greater tendericy than females ta describe theéir political orientation as "conservative."

. - il
o P . ) . : . . o~

2
ey



T Table 10 * - .
. L e . ' | | ;
7« A Comparison of Future Estimations of USC Freshmen and University National Norms

o

1. Incoming freshmen
than the national

" Students. estimate o . o | | :

- chances are” very good In-State ~ Qut-of-State. , Total USC ,University.hationaI,Norms
that they will Male Female -Total  Male Female Total _ .Male Female Total Male Female Total
‘Change major field 14.5~¢ 18.8 1 16.7 11.2 1 12.9 | 12.0 13.8f 17.4 | 15.6 . 14.7{ 17.6 1 16.1

: : ! £
Change career choicej|11.2 ] 16.9 | 14.1 7.5 13.7 { 10.5 10.5 | 16.2 | 13.4 13.8 | 18,1 15.9
~ Bet a Job to pay | ; ) L ‘
college expenses 29.7 | 30.0{ 29.8 25.8 { 31.3 | 28.4 28.9 | 30.0 | 29.4 41,1} 44.5| 42.8
Live in a co- , IR _ ' : . '
. educational. dorm 12.7 | 19.7 { 16.3 24,7 | 23.1 { 24.0 15,9 | 20.4  18.2 -38.9 1 39.0}- 359.0
~~ Make at Teast a , ' ' ] . . B =
. "B".averége 29.6 | 34.3 | 32.0 37.5 1 37.8 1 37.6 . 31.8 | 35.0 | 33.4. 50.5 | 48.2 49.4
& Seek vocational o - P . ‘ N R
- V" counseling 3.3 4.9 4.1 4.2 3.8 4.0 3.4 4.6 4.0 6.5 10.0}| - 8.2
Get a bachelor's , BRE _ 1 1 ¥ |
degree 67.8 | 67.2 | 67.5 *72.9 1 73.6 | 73.3 69.2 | 68.9 | .69.0 79.5 | 82.9} 8l1.2
Be satisfied ) , , ' | . ‘ ' -
with college " - 54.2 | 68.7 | 61.7 - 51.1 ) 58.8 | 54.8 53.4 | 66.3 | 59.9 55.8 | 64.8 1 60.1
Find a job in.a i , T ' - | i
preferred field 65.9 | 71.3 | 68.7 -70.3 | 74.3 | 72.2 66.9 | 71.8 | 69.4 -68.7. | 70.4 |- 69.5
Marry within a year , RN ' ' ‘ ,
after college - {{14.2 | 18.571 16.5 J{ 12.1 | 18.3 | 15.0 13.8 | 18.2 | 16.0 12.9 | 17.1 | 14.9

at \USC were less likely to predict that they would get a job to pay co11ege expenses (29.4%)

norm of 42.8%.

2{” USC students were less likely to say that the chances. were good that they would Tive in a coeducationaT dorm

(18.2%) than the nationaT nom (39,0%).

3. USC freshmen were less likely to say that they would probably make at least'a "B" average, and less 1ike4y to

predict that they wou]d get a bachqur s degree than was typigg’

Pl

nationa11y
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“< A Comparis

" Table 11 |

e

V@ -

on df Refidence Planned During FaJT Term of .- .
. USC resqnen #nd University Naﬁional Norms - .
Resfdence planned - In-State | 0ut~of/§tate L Total usC ~ University National Norms .
during fall termm Male - Female Total. HaYe Female . Tota1 Male , Female Total Male .Female Total
~With parents eor | . , . b E ‘ o
. relatives 34.2 | 26.8 | 30.4 11 1 11.4 11.3 28,3 | 24.0 t 26.1 17.1, 13. 7 15.5
* Uther pf?vate‘home | ' . . 1 1 — | ~
ar apartment {191 ] 7.3113.0 N37.9]12.3 258 ||239] 86] 16 1 344 1.87] 2.6
v . ki - i - : = - P , i I v ) ‘ "
‘ColTege dormitory 43.2 | 64.0 | 54.0 ' 40.2 { 70.8 | 54.7 " |1 42.5 | §4.7 53 8 75.8 1.81.9 | 78.8
Fraternity or R R IR E ) N T D v |
sorority house ~0.8 0.1 1- 0.4 2.3°1 0.0-1. 1,2 1.1 | 0.1 0.6 1.7 0.6 1.2
. Other campus | B 3 R | 5 ‘ S
housing ) 1.6 | 1.3 1.4 4.2.1 3.8 ] 4.0 2,2 1181 2.0 1.5 1.7 1.6
Other 1.2/ 0.5] 0.8 5;@, 1.7 1 3.0 1.9 ] 0.7 1 1.3 0.3} 0.3} 0.3

1. USC freshmen were more 11kely to reside with parents or re1at1ves (26. 1%) than was typica) natidn311y (15.5%).

2. USC freshmen (53. 8%) were less IikeTy to plan to live in a college dormitory than the nationa1 norm of 78.8%.
They were more 1ike1y to 11ve in a private home or apartment (16 1%) than the national norm of 2.6%. :

3. 'A1most the same percentage of in-state freshmen (54.0%) p1anned to 11ve in a coI]ege dormitory as did out-of-

state (54. 7%)

!

~

o

4. Females consistently haq a greater tendency than males to ﬁndicate that they were p1ann1ng to 1ive in a co11ege
~ dorm. Males consistently had a greater tendency than femhles to plan to 1ive in a private home or apartment.

N

’

—
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. 7_§§‘ SR CTable 12 | ‘
,/’//// ? . A‘Comparisoh of Estimated ;arenta] Income of B f‘ ‘ - Ija
: | j - . USC Freshmen and University National Norms - . SR
‘Estimated parental ? y I;-Staté». | Out-of-State . Total USC Univers1ty National Norms ,f'
income .| Male Female Total Male- Female Total Male Female Total ' Male Female Total
Less ;han.$6,000 i 4.6 8.9 | 6.8° 1.2 3.7] 2.2 38| 77| 5.6 ||.3.8] 49 243
$6,000 - 9,999 | 7.0| 8.0 7.5 1l 23] 370 29 lls7| 7.0 6.3 .|| 49] s. 7153 ¢
'510 000 - $14,999 17. 6 19'3‘T18.5 9.1 12.6 .10.7 15.54-17.8] 16.6 .]1{12.8 14 0 13{3
B $15,000 - $24,999 || 30, qu 29.2 |29.7 255 | 22.3| 20.0 [|29.2 | 27.8 28.5  |[31.2 28.9 |30.1
$25,000 - $34 949 20.5! 17. 0‘ 13.&1 22.4 | 21.4 '21.9‘ _1{20.9 | 18.2| 19.6 : 2i.8’ 21.9 21.?
$3510Q0 - §49,99L : 12.2 10:5 11,3 17.9 1 18.6 | 18.2 _1325 12.2 1 12.9 13.0 | 13.2 j13.1

7.91 6.9 | 7.4 |l 217] 17.7] 19.9 11.3{ 9,3] 10.3 "|{12.5 | 11.4 {12.0

U RN

$50,000 or more
arental income 6f total -USC entering freshmen were very similar to the natipna1 norms.

2. USC freshmen |from within.the state were more likely to estimate parenfa1 income of less than $25,000 than out-
of-state. students, -and less likely to estimate parental income of more than $25,000.



~ Table 13 .

A ComparTSon of the Number of Other Co11eges Applied-%e by
. - UsC Freshmen and University Nationa1 Norms

. Number of other'
"c011eges applied

In-Stafe' "“Out-bf-State' ATotaI usc . Un1versity Nationa1 Norms

,%gizo;eggTission‘ ‘Ma1e Female Total Male Female Total® Male Female Total Male Female Total
“None | 816 | 515 |51.6 || 19.6 |ge.6| 207 || g2.7) 6.4 |aa6 || 320|334 329
 One 207|218 21,3 |]15.6 214|183 || 19.3) 21.6 [20.5 |} 15.9] 18,4 | 17.1
Two 13.7 | 16.7 153 19.9 | 19.7] 19.8 || 15.6 | 17.4°}16.5 || 1720 17.9] 17.5
.*..':— Three A 106 7.6] 89 llyslu3iwes jl127] 84 105 |l 16.8 13.7 | 14.3
T Four 16 | 1.9 ) 1.7 1127 8.8 10.9 45| 3.5 | 4.0 || 80| 7.2] 7.6
Five | 09| 04|06 || 80| 50| 66 || 28] 1.4 J21 || 55) a5] 5.0
sixormre || 09| 02| 06 || 65| 50| 58 || 25| 1.3 |19 || 63| 48] 56

b

1. A greater percentage of freshmen at UsC (44.6%) had not app11ed for admwssion to any other co1lege or university,-
compared to the Q:tjona1 norm of 32.9%. . _ , :

2. Out of-state students were more likely to have applied for admission to.two gr more institutions other ‘than USC
- when compared with USC freshmen from. w1thin the state <
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Profile--The average enterihg freéhman_dt usc for Fall, 1978 was:

18 ygars old (76.9%) ' .

a white/caucasian (86.7%) . .

.- a “B" student.in high school (60.9%) B

in the top quarter of. high school graduating class (47.6%)
planning to- acthieve a bachelor's or master's degree (69.8%)
Tikely to have decided to go to college-in order to get a better job (78.2%)
planning on majoring in Business (25.6%) : - :

a Protestant (74.3% - .

"middle of the road" politically (56.6%) , .
planning to reside in a college dormitory (53.8%) - o
probably. from a family with an annual income between $15,00 and $25,000 (28.5%). -
likely to have applied for admission only to the University of South
Cardlina (44.6%) . . ‘

«
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Profile--USC. entering freshmen, compared with entering freshmen nationally were:

1. somewhat less likely to be:.18, and more likely to be 17 or 19 years of age
2.. more likely to be Black o o R
3. less likely to have achieved above a "B” average: in high school -
4. .less likely to have been in the top quarter of their graduating class in
. high_sthool . | ‘ o o ' ’
5. - generally less likely to.seek advanced degrees .
6. more 1ikely to note "make more money" as an important reason in deciding

to go to college - o SR : o .
7. more 11ke1y'j£.want to major in Business, and more likely.to be undecided

- on & choice major o ) o '

8. more likely to be Protestant and less likely to be Catholic .~ |
9. less likely to’predict that they-will have to get a job to pay college

expenses ' ' -
0
1

less likely to 11ve/iﬁ a- college dormitory

10. ‘ e
11. more 1ikely tq have’applied for admission only to their present university

-
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